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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments, see the amendment, filed 10/1 1/04, with respect to the 
rejection(s)of claim(s) 1-25 under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) and 26 under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) have been 
fully considered and are persuasive. Therefore, the rejection has been withdrawn. However, 
upon further consideration, a new ground(s) of rejection is made in view of Morikawa et al., US 
5,528,285 and Conoval, US 6,400,903. 

Claim Objections 

2. Claims 18 and 26 objected to because of the following informalities: Claims 18 and 26 
are labeled "original" but should be labeled "Presently Amended". 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claim 26 is rejected under 35 U.S.C 102(b) as being anticipated by Morikawa et al., 
US 5,528,285. 
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In regard to claim 26, Morikawa et al., US 5,528,285, discloses a method of 
displaying digital images comprising: 

operating a digital camera prior to docking (see column 40, lines 9-12); 

coupling a digital camera (see figure 29, element 1 100) to a camera mount 
(see figure 29, element 1151) wherein the camera mount is electrically connected 
to said digital camera (see column 34, lines 50-60); 

detecting docking of the camera (see column 36, lines 36-52); and 

displaying digital images on an LCD (see figure 30, element 1 103) of said 
digital camera in an electronic picture frame operating mode after detecting 
docking (see column 40, lines 9-12 and 3 1-50: It is inherent that when two docked 
cameras are connected over the phone line exchanging images, the images are 
displayed on the LCD of the camera). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1-3, 5, and 9-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Morikawa et al, US 5,528,285, in view of Conoval, US 6,400,903. 

In regard to claim 1, Morikawa et al., US 5,528,285, discloses a camera dock (see 



figure 32) comprising: 
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a mounting portion (see figure 33) for receiving a digital camera 
comprising a monitor (see figure 30, element 1 103) for viewing images; 

a port adapted to receive a cable for power and data connections (see 
column 34, lines 54-60 and column 37, lines 25-38); and 

a camera docking interface in a physical and electronic configuration 
compliant with controls and surfaces of multiple various digital camera designs 
(see column 34, lines 54-60 and column 36, lines 5-15: The station or dock is 
designed to hold several different designs of the camera in the invention). The 
limitation that the camera docking interface is adapted to operate the digital 
camera as an electronic picture frame using the digital camera controls alone is an 
intended use. Since the reference discloses the structure of the docking interface, 
it is inherent that a digital camera attached to the docking interface may operate as 
an electronic picture frame using its own controls. 

The Morikawa reference does not disclose a support portion pivotally 
coupled to said mounting portion wherein said support portion is in contact with a 
surface. 

Conoval, US 6,400,903, discloses a camera dock comprising a support portion 
(see figure 3B, element 25) pivotally coupled to said mounting portion (see figure 3B 5 
element 2) wherein said support portion is in contact with a surface (see figure 3B 
element 30 and column 9, lines 31-58). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to have been motivated to modify Morikawa et al., US 5,528,285, in view of 
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Conoval, US 6,400,903, to have a support portion pivotally coupled to said mounting 
portion wherein said support portion is in contact with a surface, in order to remotely 
rotate the camera to take pictures or view the display. 

In regard to claim 2, Morikawa et al., US 5,528,285, in view of Conoval, US 
6,400,903, discloses the camera dock of claiml. The Morikawa reference discloses 
comprising: 

a component coupled to the support portion, the component being camera 
tripod (see column 8, lines 46-48). 

In regard to claim 3, Morikawa et al., US 5,528,285, in view of Conoval, US 
6,400,903, discloses the camera dock of claim 1 . The Morikawa reference discloses a 
camera mount with several function buttons including a selector switch for switching 
between the different modes of the device (see column 37, lines 16-21). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to have been motivated to modify Morikawa et al., US 5,528,285, in view of 
Conoval, US 6,400,903, to have a button for activating/deactivating an electronic picture 
frame function whereby a digital camera docked to the camera dock is selectively 
operated in a digital camera mode and an electronic picture frame mode in order to make 
the camera less complicated to operate by controlling multiple functions with the one 
button instead of multiple buttons. 

In regard to claim 5, Morikawa et al., US 5,528,285, in view of Conoval, US 
6,400,903, discloses the camera dock of Claim 1 . The Conoval reference discloses 
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wherein the support portion further comprises an infrared sensor (see figure 3B, element 
28) for remote operation of the dock (see column 9, lines 55-58). 

In regard to claim 9, Morikawa et ai., US 5,528,285, in view of Conoval, US 
6,400,903, discloses the camera dock of Claim 1 . The Morikawa reference discloses 
comprising: 

a digital camera coupled to the mounting portion, the digital camera 
comprising a processor (see figure 34, element 1016) programmed to receive 
images from a remote device and/or location via a communication interface 
selected from among a wired modem (see 34, lines 19-26). 
In regard to claim 10, Morikawa et al., US 5,528,285, in view of Conoval, US 

6,400,903, discloses the camera dock of Claim 1 . The Morikawa reference discloses 

comprising: 

a digital camera coupled to the mounting portion, the digital camera 
comprising a processor (see figure 34, element 1016) programmed to operate the 
digital camera as a camera prior to docking (see column 40 lines 9-12), detecting 
docking of the digital camera to the camera dock (see column 36, lines 44-52), 
and displaying images stored within the digital camera in an electronic picture 
frame operating mode after detecting docking (see column 40, lines 31-50: It is 
inherent that when two docked cameras are connected over the phone line 
exchanging images, the images are displayed on the LCD of the camera). 
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In regard to claim 1 1, Morikawa et al, US 5,528,285, in view of Conoval, US 
6,400,903, discloses the camera dock of Claim 1. The Morikawa reference discloses 
comprising: 

a digital camera coupled to the mounting portion, the digital camera 
comprising a processor (see figure 34, element 1016) programmed to selectively 
operate the digital camera as a camera and as an electronic picture frame (see 
column 40, lines 9-12), the processor operating in the electronic picture frame 
mode including downloading images via internet connection from a website 
whereby digital images are stored or exchanged peer-to-peer (see column 41, lines 
28-53). 

In regard to claim 12, Morikawa et al., US 5,528,285, in view of Conoval, US 
6,400,903, discloses the camera dock of Claim 1. The Morikawa reference discloses 
comprising: 

a digital camera coupled to the mounting portion, the digital camera 
comprising a processor (see figure 34, element 1016) programmed to operate the 
digital camera as a camera prior to docking (see column 40 lines 9-12), detecting 
docking of the digital camera to the camera dock (see column 36, lines 44-52), 
detecting activation of a TV button indicating a connection between a television 
and the docked camera, and displaying a sequence of images with individual 
images of the sequence displayed for a selected time (see figure 32, elements 
1161 and 1 166 and column 37, lines 25-38: It is implied the camera sends a 
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sequence of images with images display for a selected time through the video 
ports to a TV in order to display images on the screen for a larger image). 
5. Claim 4 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Morikawa et 
al., US 5,528,285, in view of Conoval, US 6,400,903, as applied to claim 1 above, and further 
in view of Ganthier et al., US 6,081,422. 

In regard to claim 4, Morikawa et al., US 5,528,285, in view of Conoval, US 
6,400,903, discloses the camera dock of claim 1. 

The Morikawa and Conoval references do not disclose wherein said support 
portion further comprises an indent on a bottom portion of the support portion so as to 
allow said cable to pass under the support portion with sufficient room so as to not lift the 
support portion off of the surface. 

The Ganthier references discloses wherein said support portion further comprises 
an indent on a bottom portion of the support portion (see figure 6, elements 136 and 138) 
so as to allow said cable to pass under the support portion with sufficient room so as to 
not lift the support portion off of the surface (see column 5, lines 36-39). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to have been motivated to modify Morikawa et al., US 5,528,285, in view of 
Conoval, US 6,400,903, and further in view of Ganthier et al., US 6,081,422 to have the 
support portion further comprises an indent on a bottom portion of the support portion so 
as to allow said cable to pass under the support portion with sufficient room so as to not 
lift the support portion off of the surface in order that the cable does not interfere with the 
camera remaining level. 
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3, Claims 6-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Morikawa et al M US 5,528,285, in view of Conoval, US 6,400,903, as applied to claim 1 
above, and further in view of Inubushi et al., US 6,148,075. 

In regard to claim 6, Morikawa et al., US 5,528,285, in view of Conoval, US 
6,400,903, discloses the camera dock of claim 1 . The Morikawa reference discloses 
function buttons (see column 37, lines 16-21), but neither the Morikawa or Conoval 
reference discloses that the mounting portion further comprises at least one illuminated 
button for activating/deactivating a first function. 

Inubushi et al, US 6,148,075, teaches using illuminated buttons on an electronic 
device, in this case a mobile phone, to enable the user to operate the device even in the 
night or in dark places (see column 1, lines 12-18). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to have been motivated to modify Morikawa et al., US 5,528,285, in view of 
Conoval, US 6,400,903, and further in view of Inubushi et al., US 6,148,075, to have an 
illuminated function buttons to switch between the to control various functions of the 
device and that can be operated in a dark place. 

In regard to claim 7, modify Morikawa et al., US 5,528,285, in view of Conoval, 
US 6,400,903, and further in view of Inubushi et al., US 6,148,075, discloses the camera 
dock of Claim 6. The Morikawa reference discloses wherein said first function is selected 
is a TV mode wherein the TV Tuner (see figure 35, element 1336) receives 
predetermined TV signals selected by using the tuning buttons (see column 10, lines 27- 
29). 
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In regard to claim 8, Morikawa et al., US 5,528,285, in view of Conoval, US 
6,400,903, discloses the camera dock of Claim 1. The Morikawa reference discloses 
wherein said mounting portion further comprises a first button that activates/deactivates a 
television function (see figure 32, element 1 159: top button and see column 37, lines 21- 
22), a second button (see figure 32, element 1 159: bottom button) and a third button (see 
figure 32, element 1 158) wherein each button activates/deactivates a particular function 
(see column 37, lines 16-22). 

The Morikawa reference discloses an embodiment wherein the camera dock 
comprises a card seal printer with a plurality of key switches that the user uses to 
selectively instructs various processes including a printing process (see column 48, lines 
3-15). 

Official Notice is taken that it is well known in the art to have a camera dock have 
a function button that activates/deactivates a PC function, in order to transfer image data 
to and from the PC. 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to have been motivated to modify Morikawa et al., US 5,528,285, in view of 
Conoval, US 6,400,903, and further in view of Inubushi et al., US 6,148,075, to have a 
illuminated function button to activate/deactivate a printing process and an illuminated 
function button to activate/deactivate a PC function in order to transfer image data to 
these devices from the camera. 
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6. Claim 13 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Morikawa et 
al., US 5,528,285, in view of Conoval, US 6,400,903 as applied to claim 1 above, and further 
in view of Grein et al M US 2001/0033344. 

In regard to claim 13, Morikawa et al., US 5,528,285, in view of Conoval, US 
6,400,903, discloses the camera dock of Claim 1, comprising a digital camera (see figure 
33, element 1101) coupled to the mounting portion, the digital camera comprising a 
processor (see figure 34, element 1016), the processor being programmed to operate the 
digital camera as a camera prior to docking (see column 40, lines 9-12), detecting 
docking of the digital camera to the camera dock (see column 36, lines 36-52). The 
Morikawa and Conoval references do not disclose comprising a timer and converting to 
operation as an electronic picture frame after a selected time from docking as timed by 
the timer. 

Grein et al., US 2001/0033344, discloses a electronic picture frame with an LCD 
that can be used with a digital camera wherein the LCD displays images or videos for 
when the unit is not being utilized similar to the role of a Screensaver (see paragraph 46). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to have been motivated to modify Morikawa et al., US 5,528,285, in view of 
Conoval, US 6,400,903, and further in view of Grein et al., US 2001/0033344 to have a 
timer and converting to operation as an electronic picture frame after a selected time from 
docking as timed by the timer in order to display images when the display is not being 
utilized. 
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Allowable Subject Matter 

7. Claims 14-25 are allowed. 

8. As allowable subject matter has been indicated, applicant's reply must either comply with 
all formal requirements or specifically traverse each requirement not complied with. See 37 
CFR 1 . 1 1 1 (b) and MPEP § 707.07(a). 

9. The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable subject matter: 

The prior art does not discloses the combination of limitations of the claimed 
invention, including: a trigger device for raising and lowering a first connector located 
within the hollow post wherein said first connector mates with a complementary 
connector located within the mounting hole of the camera as claimed in claim 14. 

Conclusion 

10. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 . 1 36(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
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however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Gevell Selby whose telephone number is 703-305-8623. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 8:00 A.M. - 5:30 PM (every other Friday off). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's acting 
supervisor, Thai Tran can be reached on 703-305-4725. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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